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Report on
U.S. Social Forum

Agenda for July 10th DSA General
Membership Meeting

Over 15,000 people attended the second U.S.
Social Forum which was held in Detroit from June
22-26. The theme of the event was “Another world
is possible”—an implicit critique of the failure of
neoliberal policies over the last thirty years. The
forum began with a march from the intersection
of Woodward and Warren Avenues (near the
Wayne State University campus) to Cobo Hall (the
convention center which served as the headquarters
for the U.S. Social Forum). There were nightly
plenaries as well as People’s Movement Assemblies
designed to formulate demands, commitments,
and a shared vision of an alternative to the present
neoliberal paradigm.
Groups from all over the country presented
over 1000 workshops on topics as diverse as
American foreign policy, the economic crisis, global
warming, and trade unionism. DSA presented five
workshops:

Join us on July 10th for our next DSA general
membership meeting. Our speaker will be Marjorie
Mitchell, Executive Director of the Michigan Universal
Health Care Access Network who will speak about the
proposed sale of the Detroit Medical Center to Vanguard
Health Systems, a for-profit hospital chain.

1) A Permanent Jobs Program for the United
States—DSA member Bill Barclay outlined a
program designed to create four million new
jobs per year for five years. The program
specifically targets sectors of the labor force
hit hardest by the Great Recession and pairs
new jobs with work that needs to be done (e.g.,
construction of new schools, retrofitting
buildings for energy efficiency, child care, elder

1) Treasury Report
2) Report on Jobs with Justice
3) Report on Michigan Universal Health Care Access
Network (MichUHCAN)—Selma Goode
4) Report on Michigan Alliance to Strengthen Social
Security and Medicare (MASSM)- Ken Jenkins
5) Report on Detroit Area Peace with Justice Network
(DAPJN)—Lon Herman
6) Report on DSA Education Committee—
David Green
7) Motion to Support March for Jobs in Washington,
D.C. ON October 2nd
8) Opening of Nominations for Detroit DSA Officers
and Executive Board
9) Speaker: Marjorie Mitchell on “The Proposed Sale
of the Detroit Medical Center to Vanguard Health
Systems”

continued from page 1
care). Finally, Bill described a means for paying
for this $867 billion program through a modest tax
on financial transactions.
2) Reclaiming the Ivory Towers: Students Achieving
Access and Affordability—Michigan State
University YDS co-chair Allison Voglesong
explained the social consequences of the student
debt crisis as well as the potential benefits of free
higher education achieved through public investment
in colleges, universities, and vocational schools.

5) Socialism is the Alternative—DSAers Joe
Schwartz and David Schweikart, Communist Party
USA representative Libero Della Piana, Committees
of Correspondence representative Carl Davidson,
and Freedom Road representative Eric See
discussed a vision for 21st century socialism, why it
is still relevant, and how we can promote unity
among socialist organizations. The room for this
workshop had to be expanded to accommodate the
large audience.

The U.S. Social Forum promoted art and culture.
3) Movement Building and the Atlanta Fighting There were daily concerts and performances in Hart
Foreclosures Coalition—Atlanta DSA chair Milt Plaza adjacent to Cobo Hall. There were screenings
Tambor presented a successful model for building of movies—including Oliver Stone’s new film “South
a coalition to pressure big banks into renegotiating of the Border”—in the auditorium of the AFSCME
mortgages with homeowners at risk of foreclosure. Council 25 Building. The U.S. Social Forum even
arranged guided labor history tours of Detroit.
4) WTF is Socialism Anyway?—YDS organizer Finally, the U.S. Social Forum was fun. There were
Erik Rosenberg and YDS leaders Sean Monaghan innumerable opportunities to socialize. There was a
and Amber Frost presented a brief introduction to “Leftist Lounge” party for progressives. DSA even
socialism for young progressives.
hosted an “Ice Cream Socialist” on the last full day of
the forum which over 80 people attended.

Detroit DSA’s Douglass-Debs Dinner
Over 200 people attended the eleventh annual
Frederick Douglass-Eugene V. Debs Dinner at historic
UAW Local 600 in Dearborn on Saturday, May 8th.
Local 600 was the home local of the hunger marchers of
the 1930s and is adjacent to the site of the “Battle of the
Overpass” which launched Walter Reuther into national
prominence.
The Douglass-Debs Dinner is the annual fundraising
event for Detroit Democratic Socialists of America
(DSA). This year’s honorees were UAW Vice President
James Settles, Jr. and Metropolitan Detroit AFL-CIO
President Saundra Williams. The dinner co-chairs were

UAW Region 1A Director Rory Gamble and American
Federation of Teachers-Michigan President David
Hecker. In his acceptance speech, Settles promised that
the new UAW leadership which is expected to be elected
at their convention in June, would be more progressive
in its political orientation.
Bill Fletcher, Jr., the Director of Field Services and
Education for the American Federation of Government
Employees and long time labor activist and writer,
delivered the keynote address. His topic was “RightWing Populism.” Fletcher warned that progressives
ignore the threat of right-wing populism at their own

UAW Local 600 President Bernie Ricke welcoming
guests to the 11th annual Douglass-Debs Dinner

Detroit DSA Chair, David Green addresses
the 11th annual Douglass-Debs Dinner

Bill Fletcher, Jr. delivering the keynote address at the
Douglass-Debs Dinner

peril. He traced the history of this phenomenon from
the Andrew Jackson administration . He mentioned the
“Birthers,” the “Oathers,” and the Tea Party movement
as manifestations of right-wing populism. He challenged
the Left to confront right-wing populism and expose the
fatuousness of their ideas. Failure to do so may be selfdefeating as some of the ideas of the right-wing populists
(e.g., conspiracy theories, condemnation of political and
media elites) could prove seductive to a portion of our
base.
The Douglass-Debs Dinner was also an opportunity for
activism. AFT-Michigan President David Hecker reported
to the audience on efforts by his union to bargain a first
contract for graduate assistants and an election agreement
for adjunct faculty at Central Michigan University. The
university administration has been extremely stingy with
the graduate students. It has offered them no raise in the
first year of their contract, minimal raises in years two and
three, a paltry subsidy for health care, and no union security
(dues deduction and agency fee). It has insisted that only
adjuncts working half-time or more are eligible to vote in a
representation election. Hecker urged the audience to pull
out their cell phones and call CMU President George Ross
while they were waiting in line at the buffet table. DSA
members distributed flyers bearing the CMU President’s
phone number and a proposed script to each table. The
result was a barrage of voice mail messages left on the
CMU President’s phone from angry tax payers urging him
to bargain in good faith with the graduate students and
adjunct faculty at his institution.

UAW Vice President Jimmy Settles, Jr. Receives the
Douglass-Debs Award

DSA Members Canvass in Farmington Hills and Roseville
At our last general membership and executive board
meetings, DSA members voted to endorse three
candidates for state senate. They are: Vincent Gregory
(District 14—Southfield-Farmington Hills), Paul
Gieleghem (District 10-Clinton Township-Roseville),
and Isaac Robinson (District 3-Detroit-Dearborn). All
three share our politics and will make superb state
senators.
Vincent Gregory is presently the state representative
from Southfield. He is a former police officer
who served as president of the Service Employees
International Union local representing the officers in
the Wayne County Sheriff’s Department. He has been
a strong supporter of public education and universal
health care.
Paul Gieleghem is a former state representative. He
presently serves as the chair of the Macomb County
Board of Commissioners. In that role, he led the fight
for a countywide living wage ordinance.
Isaac Robinson is a DSA member. He is the political
director for Teamsters-Council 43. He has been a
leader in the Michigan Young Democrats.
On June 19th, DSA members David Ivers, Catherine
Hoffman, Lon Herman, Dick Olson, and David Green
canvassed in Farmington Hills on behalf of Vince
Gregory. On June 26th, DSA members Selma Goode,
Ken Jenkins, David Ivers, Lon Herman, Catherine
Hoffman, and David Green canvassed in Roseville
on behalf of Paul Gieleghem. They walked door to
door distributing campaign literature and talking to
residents about the candidates. DSA will continue to
canvass on behalf of these candidates each weekend
until the August 3rd primary (Please see the canvassing

schedule below.). We request that each DSA member
who is physically able commit to two canvassing dates
(We generally walk for two hours.). Please call or email David Green (Cell phone number 248-761-4203,
E-Mail address dsagreen@aol.com) to volunteer.
Canvassing Schedule
1) Vincent Gregory—July 24th from 10 AM until
noon—We will meet at Pipefitters Local 636
(30100 Northwestern Highway—near the
intersection of Northwestern and Inkster) at 9:30
AM to receive our assignments.
2) Paul Gieleghem—July 17th from 10 AM until
noon—We will meet at Paul’s campaign
headquarters (38875 Harper, Clinton Township) at
9:30 AM to receive our assignments.
3) Issac Robinson—July 10th from 1-3 PM and July
31st from 10 AM until noon—We will meet at 15848
Beatrice in Allen Park to receive our assignments.

The following article was derived from a talk given by Bill Fletcher, Jr. at the
2010 Douglass-Debs Dinner and at the SUNY-Stony Brook Center for Working Class Life

Right-wing populism: The herpes in the system of racial capitalism
By Bill Fletcher, Jr.
In referring to right-wing populism in a US context I often like to say, metaphorically, that it exists as the “herpes” in the
system of racial capitalism that we have here in the USA. By this I mean that as a social phenomenon, it never leaves the system
due to a set of historical reasons which I will touch on below, short of a fundamental social transformation of the USA itself.
It rises or diminishes in strength due in large part to the “immune system” and its relative strengths and weaknesses. Thus,
to the extent to which the economy is doing well, and the US empire appears to be under less international stress, right-wing
populism is largely held in check. When, however, there is a period of economic crisis, and when there are additional stresses

on the system, right-wing populism emerges and brings with
it a proliferation of political illnesses.
Though right-wing populism, in its various incarnations,
exists throughout the global capitalist system, in each
individual social formation it takes on a particular character.
While there are similarities between the right-wing populism
of Le Pen’s Front
Nationale in France, the Northern Leagues of Italy and
the movement that Sarah Palin is attempting to lead, they are
equally distinct.
To understand right-wing populism in the USA I encourage
you to read Berlet and Lyons’ excellent book Right-wing
populism in America. This should actually be required reading
for all progressive and left activists and scholars. What I want
to do here is to highlight what I believe to be some of the key
elements of US right-wing populism and then go on to discuss
the particular challenge that it offers the union movement and
the Left.
Right-wing populism in the USA needs to be understood
in the context of the USA as a racial-settler state. Berlet and
Lyons take us back to the founding of the USA and then to the
person who can be identified as being the ‘godfather’ of rightwing populism in the USA: President Andrew Jackson. I do
not want to do a disservice to Berlet and Lyons, but I do want
to summarize some key features of the US system that make
it particularly susceptible to a particular form of right-wing
populism.
The USA was founded as a settler state. Its origin in the
13 colonies was that of a project, a project that envisioned the
removal of the indigenous population and the creation of an
entirely new social formation. We all know that, but we tend
not to think of the totality of the implications. The US War of
Independence, to a great extent, was fought over the refusal of
the British Crown to permit the expansion of the 13 Colonies
west of the Appalachians. In other words, expansion was built
into the very fabric of the project that came to be known as the
USA. This expansion was to know no bounds, which helps
one understand why for Thomas Jefferson and many other socalled
Founding Fathers, there was no inconsistency between the
notion of a republic and an empire. Neither people nor treaties
were to stand in the way of expansion.
Settler states are armed, that is, the settlers are encouraged
to bear arms and their loyalty is to the settler state and its
objectives. The settler state is to serve the settler and to remove
obstacles to the improvement of the life of the settler.
Settler states are racial in their definition. They define the
legitimate and relevant population racially, a truism applicable
to the USA, Israel, Australia or pre-liberation South Africa.
Non-settlers are not supposed to reap the benefits of the settler
state. The settlers are the “people.” And even when they
have differences with the elite within the settler state, those

differences—no matter how antagonistic—are framed as if
they are on a different dimensional plane than are differences
with those outside of the parameters of the settler state. By
way of example outside of the USA, consider the Anglo-Boer
Wars in South Africa which were fights between whites over
who would lead in the construction of the settler state. The
Africans were irrelevant to this war in a philosophic sense.
Another example from South Africa is just as telling: the
infamous miners’ strike from the 1920s where white workers
advanced the slogan “Workers of the World Unite and Fight
for a White South Africa.”
Andrew Jackson positioned himself and his politics as
serving the interests of the common man, by which he meant
the common white settler. He was speaking for them against
the well-to-do within the USA, but he was doing it in such
a way as to guarantee that the common white settler had the
freedom to gain land and the state was to operate on their
behalf, securing the land, the financing where necessary and
providing protection. In effect, a covenant was to exist between
the common white man and the settler state.
US right-wing populism has taken its cues from the
oxymoronic “Jacksonian Democracy” (the era of President
Andrew Jackson) ever since. The state is to guarantee the
advancement of the “relevant population,” that is, the settler
population as transformed into the “white bloc.”
Right-wing populism draws much of its strength from
a narrative which parallels that of the so-called “American
Dream.” The right-wing populists are just a bit less vague as
to who is to benefit from the American Dream and who is to
be left aside. It is a compelling narrative, one focused on white
people, and one that explains how the decline of their living
standard is not their fault, but it is also not an act of God, I
should note. It is the result of a grand betrayal carried out by
certain unsavory forces. The oath of the settler population or
the white bloc is to the settler state and there is the expectation
that the racial-settler state will be the guarantor of fairness
for them, with fairness a relative concept since the settler is
always supposed to win over the non-settler.
Right-wing populism is not monolithic, however. There
are isolationists, fascists, anti-Semites, Christian Zionists,
empire-builders, and even those who advocate what in Europe
are called “Red/Brown” coalitions against capitalism, that is,
the alliance of the Left and the right-wing populists. What they
tend to share in common is their search for
1 A reference to the regular reworking of the category of
“white” that takes place in the USA whereby various groups,
mainly European, although in some cases initially rejected,
come to be absorbed into and be accepted as “white people.”
Many theorists have discussed countless examples, e.g., the
Irish, Italians, Armenians, Finns, Jews, where a European
ethnic group comes to accepted and comes to accept itself
as being “white.” There are political conservatives who seek

to transform a segment of the Latino population into being
“white people,” for instance, with similar efforts directed
at some South Asians. This has nothing to do with biology
and genetics and everything to do with politics and social
control.
Scapegoats are found for the weakening of the empire
and the decline of the living standard of the average white
working person. They are also speaking to, for and about
white people even when they, occasionally, make tactical
alliances with other groups. They critique capitalism at
times, but from the standpoint of the middle strata, attacking
the excesses of capitalism that hurt the ability for the small
businessperson, craftsperson, manager, etc., to compete and
thrive. In that sense they are not anti-capitalists, but they may
be anti-corporate. The right-wing populists postulate “the
people” vs. the rich; “the people” vs. the “vampire state”. But
the “people” are, in reality for the right-wing populists, only a
segment of those who are actually the people
I should add a final point here. We should keep in mind
that within the milieu of right-wing populism there are some
extremely well-armed forces that are prepared to carry out
attacks against targets that they believe to be immediate or
long-term threats. The militia movement is just one variant
on this armed wing. The Posse Comitatus from the 1980s was
another example. There are many of us on the left side of the
aisle who would rather not dwell on this part of the reality.
Although it may sound extreme, it can be argued that
mainstream or traditional trade unionism is incapable of
confronting and defeating right-wing populism. Traditional,
Gompers-inspired unionism either does not see the importance
of fighting right-wing populism or it believes that a program
of what I describe as “economic inoculation” will ensure that
workers are less receptive to the irrationalism of right-wing
populism. Both approaches fail.
Challenge for labor
Right-wing populism offers a world-view which
mainstream unionism does not. It actually looks at the total
(white) person and addresses his/her anxieties. By contrast,
mainstream unionism tends to look at the worker only within
the context of his work environment. While leftist-inspired
unionism has attempted to break outside of those parameters,
this has not been the hegemonic approach. Ironically, even
when confronted with the appeal of right-wing populism on
its own members, mainstream unionism is largely paralyzed.
All things considered, the union movement does represent
a potential base for anti-right-wing populist struggle. In order
for this potential to surface, certain dramatic changes will
need to take place, and it is at least even money as to whether
that will happen.
In order to explain what is necessary, it is useful to reflect
on the effort undertaken in the 1990s to construct a laborbased narrative to promote a progressive, populist response

to the crisis that was in the process of overtaking the working
class. This project, with which I am deeply familiar, was
known as “Common Sense Economics.”
The AFL-CIO, in attempting to identify a means to win
union members to the importance of organizing and political
action, concluded in 1996 that there needed to be an economics
education program. There were certain parameters. It needed
to be a program of the union movement rather than of the
AFL-CIO as an institution. Additionally, and this was never
formalized, it had to proceed very carefully on certain matters
that are considered divisive, such as race, gender and foreign
policy. This did not mean that they could not be taken up, but
it meant that the drivers had to observe the red and yellow
striped flag warning of a slippery track.
The construction of C$E was largely successful but it was
inconsistently deployed. The leaders of the union movement
had a largely instrumentalist view of this program, seeing
it as serving very specific objectives (winning support for
organizing and political action). Rarely did they see it as part
of a larger ideological battle.
One of the ironies of C$E is that it accurately described
the growing economic crisis, and particularly the implication
of the debt crisis. It was weak on globalization, however,
focusing almost exclusively on trade agreements and multinational corporations, with no attention to the military side of
globalization.
Ultimately C$E ground to a halt, and with it any proactive effort at a comprehensive narrative targeted at workers.
Right-wing populism has used elements of labor’s attempt at a
narrative as part of their story of the collapse of the “American
Dream.”
Part of the difficulty for labor is an inability and
unwillingness to challenge much of the myth of US history.
This is, in part, a legacy of Gompers-based unionism and
anti-communism. Example: while it is absolutely true that the
living standard of the USA rose from 1945 – 1975, those were
also the years of US global economic hegemony (and political
dominance of the non-Soviet world); wars; and successive US
interventions in order to crush anti-imperialist efforts. Those
were also years where the benefits of the “American Dream”
were divided very unequally, racially speaking, and certainly
globally speaking.
Right-wing populism is able to look at that period and
draw the conclusion that the 1950s were the best years of our
lives [depending on how one defines “our”]. Income inequality
was relatively low (certainly by today’s standards), while
racial inequality was very deep. The US was at the top of its
game, and foreign opponents were being crushed, or at least
challenged. AND, organized labor was largely in cahoots.
The Left has overlapping challenges with organized labor.
One has to do with the Obama presidency. For that section of
the Left and progressive movements that supported Obama—

of which I was part—we have to understand the political
character of this administration. It is liberal, tending towards
center-right; neither progressive nor Left. It is very corporate,
yet it is not Bush; rather more like a variant on Clintonism.
The Challenge for the Left
The antipathy of the right-wing populists for Obama and
their racist offensive should not lead progressives and leftists
to believe that silence is golden and that we must uncritically
defend the administration irrespective of what they do. In fact,
exactly the opposite.
Yet, it is not enough to criticize the administration when
it fails to advance pro-people projects. We must advance a
different narrative and an alternative program. To this we must
add a willingness to engage in active, vocal protest.
While Left and progressive forces must be looking for
immediate answers, without which we will not be taken
seriously, we on the Left particularly must also advance an
anti-capitalist/anti-imperialist vision and program.
What do I mean? The convergence of the three crises of
the economic crisis, environmental crisis and the crisis of
the legitimacy of the State means that radical measures must
be undertaken. The environmental crisis, for instance, could
conceivably result in humanity living underground or in domed
cities if things keep going the way that they have been. Such a
scenario would probably mean an authoritarian reorganization
of society. I found myself thinking, recently, about something
that I believe the writer Mike Davis speculated upon. He
wondered whether environmental denial is, at least, in part
based on a right-wing assumption as to the who will have the
resources to survive the environmental apocalypse.
Thus, the Left must challenge right-wing populism on
many levels. It must challenge irrationalism, e.g., the Birthers;
those who deny climate change. The Left must be seen as
the ones targeting and leading the charge against corporate
America. And it must be the ones who promote genuine
internationalism, both at the reform level of a “democratic
foreign policy,” and at a more radical level, as “global justice
solidarity.”
The base for right-wing populism sees and feels the
world changing in ways that are very uncomfortable. The
prerogative that comes with US hegemony no longer seems to
be there. Race is being turned upside down, not in the form of
reverse racism, but in the form of something that can be called
“global elite multi-culturalism.” We now have Oprah, Tiger
Woods, public, high-profile inter-racial relationships, e.g.,
Kim Khardasian and NFL player Reggie Bush, which only a
few years ago would have been not only unlikely but in some
cases forbidden. We have the Japanese investors, but now we
can add the Chinese and those from Dubai. In contrast, for
many people in the USA, we have
Flint, Michigan or East St. Louis; we have the collapse
of the housing market in such diverse areas as California and

South Florida; we have people losing homes and losing their
futures unlike anything that they would ever have expected.
It feels, to much of white America, that it does not pay to be
either “white” or “American” anymore.
In this situation, redefined class politics and true global
justice solidarity become the framework and practice to create
a new human identity and a basis for optimism regarding the
future. In other words, it becomes the task of a 21st century
Left to create a framework that grows from the experiences of
the progressive social movements, but transcends them. This
is a task at the level of both theory and practice, that is, a task
not of enlightened individuals but of an organized Left that
recognizes that driving the “herpes” from the system of US
capitalism actually involves transformation, or perhaps more
appropriately phrased, “social transformation.”
This will not happen through pure thoughts, magical
thinking or spontaneous, popular revulsion to the barbarism to
which we are headed. To borrow from the words of A. Philip
Randolph: “At the banquet table of nature, there are no reserved
seats. You get what you can take, and you keep what you can
hold. If you can’t take anything, you won’t get anything, and
if you can’t hold anything, you won’t keep anything. And you
can’t take anything without organization.”
Organization and the forms of organization necessary for
this period are beyond the scope of my remarks today, but are
nevertheless central for any discussion as to where go from here.
I will, in either case, leave the matter for your consideration
since it is clear that lacking organization, we lack a method to
build both a new narrative as well as a countervailing force to
crush the Right.
Thank you.
--------------------------------Bill Fletcher, Jr. is on the editorial board of BlackCommentator.com, a
Senior Scholar with the Institute for Policy Studies, the immediate past
president of TransAfrica Forum, and the co-author of “Solidarity Divided.”
Fletcher is employed by the American Federation of Government Employees
as the director of Field Services & Education, but the views expressed in this
speech do not necessarily represent the views of AFGE. Fletcher can be
reached at papaq54@hotmail.com.

          

Friday, July 9th -

CALENDAR OF EVENTS
July
Fundraiser for State Senate Candidates Vincent Gregory, Paul Gieleghem, and Isaac Robinson at the
home of David and Teena Green (28292 Harwich Drive in Farmington Hills) from 6-8 PM

Saturday, July 10th-

DSA general membership meeting from 10 AM until noon at the Royal Oak Senior/
Community Center (3500 Marais Avenue)

Saturday, July 10th-

DSA canvassing on behalf of state senate candidate Isaac Robinson from 1-3 PM. We
will meet at the home of Dan Gelb (15848 Beatrice in Allen Park) at 12:45 PM to receive our
assignments.

Saturday, July 17th -

DSA canvassing on behalf of state senate candidate Paul Gieleghem from 10 AM until noon. We
will meet at Paul’s campaign headquarters (38875 Harper in Clinton Township) at 9:30 AM to
receive our assignments.

Saturday, July 24th-

DSA canvassing on behalf of state senate candidate Vincent Gregory from 10 AM until noon. We will
meet at Pipefitters Local 636 (30100 Northwestern Highway-near the intersection of Northwestern and
Inkster) at 9:30 AM to receive our assignments.

Saturday, July 31st -

DSA canvassing on behalf of state senate candidate Isaac Robinson from 10 AM until noon.
We will meet at the home of Dan Gelb (15848 Beatrice in Allen Park) at 9:30 AM
to receive our assignments.

Sunday, August 1st-

August
DSA executive board meeting from 10 AM until noon at the home of David and Teena
Green (28292 Harwich Drive, Farmington Hills)

September
Saturday, September 11th -DSA general membership meeting from 10 AM until noon at the Royal Oak Senior/Community 		
Center (3500 Marais Avenue)

Democratic Socialist’s of America
Detroit Chapter
28292 Harwich Drive
Farmington Hills, MI 48334

